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West's Key Number Digest 


West's Key Number Digest, Courtsi§er113 


Courts have inherent power over their records. 


Courts have the inherent power to maintain and control their records,! and a court has general authority over its own records.” 


The court's power is not dependent on a statutory grant? or subject to statutory regulation.“ 
The inherent power to control records includes the power to expunge them; however, this power should not be employed 


indiscriminately.° 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Just as the Legislature and agencies can define standing requirements, the Supreme Court has supervisory authority over its 
own records and can set out the procedures for accessing those records. State v. Z.P., 2022 VT 49, 287 A.3d 1017 (Vt. 2022). 


[END OF SUPPLEMENT] 
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